Abstract: War presented in mass media as a piece of hard news has three spaces: military, economic, and informational. From a linguistic point of view, conflict has two constituents: CONFLICT-STATE and CONFLICT-ACTION. The variety of conflict is confrontation, which includes physical collision, armed opposition, verbal collision, collision of outlooks and interests. Each conflict or confrontation has a cognitive script, on which confrontational substrategies are being built.
Introduction
Each event, which takes place in the world, is sooner or later reflected in mass media.
If we open a newspaper or its website on the Internet, we will see that the best informational places are given to pieces of hard news. Titles describing war conflicts interaction, consisting in counteraction of subjects of the conflict, usually against the background of negative emotions" (Анцупов & Баклановский 2005: 8) ; some treat it as the collision of opposite directed purposes, interests, positions, opinions of subjects of interaction; this is the contradiction arising between people in connection with the solution of these or those questions of social and private life" (Бандурка & Друзь 1997: 20) . Conflict interaction is characterized by a low extent of orientation to the interests of other party, a high extent of orientation to personal interests, and a negative assessment of the value of interpersonal relations (Емельянов 2003: 95) .
The most considerable research belongs to Rummel (1975 Rummel ( -1981 who presented the results of his investigation of conflict and war. In five volumes of his research, Rummel asks the questions about the reasons of war and why international violence leading to international conflict appears. He writes that the answers are specific and explains that
International Conflict Behaviour is caused by: opposing interests and capabilities (specific sociocultural differences and similarities between the parties); contact and salience (awareness); significant change in the balance of powers; individual perceptions and expectations; a disrupted structure of expectations; a will-to-conflict (Rummel 1979) . These postulates are important for our research and we present them in the following way (see Fig. 1 ). 
Confrontation: Its types and substrategies
In dictionaries, confrontation is usually explained as a fight or argument; as a situation, in which people or groups with opposing ideas or opinions disagree angrily.
Confrontation may appear between two people and there may be confrontation with somebody.
Frolova (Фролова 2017: 177)  FORCE (compel, coerce, do not give any choice to somebody else);
 CAPTURE SPACE (enlarge your own space borders -excessively move away;
interfere with the personal space of the other -excessively come nearer) -the substrategy of space capture;
 DESPISE (accentuate your own positive assessment and negative assessment of the other) -substrategy of disapproval;
 DEMONSTRATE DISRESPECT (accentuate your own needs, wishes, interests / ignore needs, wishes, and interests of somebody else) (Фролова 2017: 193) .
These mental models and substrategies of confrontation ideally match our language material and form the theoretical background to our research. To illustrate them we have chosen George Bush's speech on Iraq given by him in Cincinnati on October, 7
ISSN 2453-8035 DOI: 10.2478/lart-2018-0017 in 2002 (published by US news), the analysis of which is presented below and some media texts on the Iraq war and the Skripal case.
Earlier (see Panasenko et al. 2017) we analyzed the WAR concept and connected its constituents with Fillmore's semantic roles. According to Frolova (Фролова 2017: 195) mental representation of the situation of confrontation has obligatory constituents; some of them can also be considered as semantic roles (reason, purpose, object, instrument, maleficiant): We will illustrate below how constituents of these mental models of confrontation are presented in media texts.
War and violence. Causes, models, and types of war
Studying the war phenomenon has a centuries-old tradition. Any large war in the history of mankind didn't go unnoticed: collisions, disputes, and fights were carefully described and analysed by philosophers of different times (Ухова 2006: 166 war at any time involves, therefore, an appraisal of the effect of current changes upon the complex of intergroup relationships throughout the world (Wright 1965) .
Describing the general causes of International Conflict Behaviour, Rummel (1979) speaks about the reasons for violence (including war), which is caused by: at least one party having an authoritarian or totalitarian regime, status quo disruption, confidence in success. It is aggravated by system polarity (centralization of coercive power), Big War has three spaces: military, economic, and informational. Of course, our research interest lies in the informational space. We will pay attention to the mental models dominating in modern media discourse, which definitely reflect some of the mentioned above spaces. Venediktova (Венедиктова: 2004: 14-18 ) speaks about several metaphoric models in the newspaper articles reflecting the Iraq war. The domineering one is "war is an economic operation". The second frequent model in the American and
British press was "war is a punishment for crime". The author explains it by the fact that some countries initiated the war in Iraq and thus it was necessary to convince the world community of the correctness of their actions. In Russian articles, this model occurred less often. The next models are "war is destruction" and "the end of war is a construction and repair".
Types of war are marked with the help of numerous adjectives, which form specific classes: a) characterizing the war itself either positively (sacred, liberation war, just…) or negatively (unjust, senseless, predatory, dirty, colonial…) ; b) characterizing the duration and level of war (fruitless, global, long-lasting, local, overnight war, lost, protracted war…) , с) burden of war, its character and consequences (cruel, brutal, savage, terrible, dreadful, fierce, severe, grim, rigorous, violent…) (Ерофеева 2015: 75) .
How conflict, confrontation, and war are reflected in media
Modern media discourse has many a time become the object of linguistic research (Ерофеева & Ushnikova 2017; Alexiyevets 2017; Pravdová 2017; Zheltukhina 2016a ). Much attention has been paid to the transformation of messages (Fedoriv 2016) , manipulative discourse (Gnezdilova 2017) , pragmatics and emotivity of discourse (Pinich 2017) as well to the role of journalism in digital media (Višňovský et al. 2015) .
Journalists use different methods in presenting hard news (Panasenko et al. 2017 ) and tools on the impact on consciousness of people used in media texts about war strikes with variety and integrity (Ерофеева 2015: 74) .
There are different types of information presentation in mass media: media reflection, ISSN 2453-8035 DOI: 10.2478/lart-2018-0017 media transformation, and media myth (Доброниченко 2014: 16-17) . Journalists who objectively highlight war conflicts sometimes are in real danger and some of them have been killed. Here we come across a very interesting phenomenon: when news appears, people take it as media reflection; when time passes, people incline to the opinion that this event was presented as media transformation. Over the course of time, it becomes obvious that it was a trick, a media myth presented like a real fact (Panasenko et al. 2017: 96) . The best example of it is the 2003 invasion of Iraq (March 20, 2003 -May 1, 2003 where we can state that its description in the mass media was a myth. The case with Skrupal's poisoning also promises to be interesting. We present the results of these two cases analysis in detail below.
There are other definite tools of human consciousness manipulation, which we highlight in our practical part. Here we would like to mention fear activation as an effective means of capturing the audience (Ерофеева 2015: 80; Желтухина 2016b).
Case study

Case 1. The Iraq war. Semantic wars and a real war.
We have chosen articles, which were written before the invasion and which justify the war conflict because of Iraqi possession of weapons of mass destruction and we analysed media texts written some time ago after the USA invasion. We have 25
articles of analytical character and one oratory -Bush's speech.
Cognitive strategies of confrontation preceding Iraq war
All the articles under analysis belong to on-line media. As we have already stated above, one of most popular techniques is fear activation.
When the reader is frightened, he/she will take anything for granted. 
Mental model I AM SUPERIOIR -YOU ARE INFERIOR, I AM GOOD -YOU ARE BAD
We resolved then, and we are resolved today, to confront every threat from any source that could bring sudden terror and suffering to America. In this speech, we can also identify some confrontation substrategies (after Фролова 2017).
Confrontation substrategies Demonstrate your authority and power
Saddam Hussein must disarm himself, or, for the sake of peace, we will lead a coalition to disarm him.
The United Nations would betray the purpose of its founding and prove irrelevant to the problems of our time. And through its inaction, the United States would resign
itself to a future of fear. 
Case 2. Skripal versus 'novichok'
In the previous section, we showed ways and methods of presenting hard news in the mass media, namely the Iraq war. Now it is clear that it was a mistake to start that war conflict and many people perished either on fronts or at home because "American intelligence had made a serious mistake." The second case is a fresh one and it is focused on the current diplomatic tension between Great Britain, the USA, the 
UK -Russia confrontation: Mental models and cognitive scripts
If everything is quite clear with the first case, here some time must pass to find out the truth. We have analyzed in detail Case 1, now we will make a short analysis of the pieces of information found on the Internet connected with Case 2.
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Some of basic text categories (emotivity, modality, and evaluation) displayed in media texts (diachronic approach)
We have chosen the most important words in each article, which we will take as information because it looks like an endless list. Now let us discuss how cognitive strategies of confrontation are presented in the media.
Cognitive strategies of confrontation
In 29 articles connected with the Skripal case, we have identified cognitive strategies of confrontation (after Фролова 2017).
Mental model I AM SUPERIOIR -YOU ARE INFERIOR, I AM GOOD -YOU ARE BAD
Confrontation substrategies
Demonstrate your authority and power If we compare these texts to those connected with the Iraq war, we will see that Case 1 presents confrontation, which has led to CONFLICT-ACTION. Case 2 is in the CONFLICT-STATE and we hope that it will be frozen in the future and will not lead to CONFLICT-ACTION.
Conclusion. Victors (if any) and victims
Conflict, war, and confrontation presented in the media belong to hard news. We highlighted not only the reasons for the appearance of these phenomena but also treat them from the linguistic point of view. It gave us the opportunity to find in these journalistic messages some text categories (time and place, of course, can be found in any text but this time we neglect them) like emotiveness, modality, and evaluation and claim that that they are of paramount importance in hard news. Emotivity is important, because emotively charged words -namely with negative connotations -form the vocabulary of the texts under consideration and above we have given many examples proving this fact. Modality (in our case subjective modality) shows the attitude of the author of the text to the events described. It is done with the help of modal verbs, parenthetic words and sentences. Evaluation is connected with the moral estimation of conflict and confrontation; if we speak about war, it is reflected in such adjectives, liberation, just war; unjust, senseless, predatory, dirty, colonial war; fruitless, lost, cruel, brutal, savage, terrible, dreadful, fierce, war, etc. If we come back to Fig. 1 and have a look at the reasons for International Conflict
Behavior, we will see that in the first case, the Iraq war, the reason of its starting was "opposing interests and capabilities", whereas in the Skripal case it is "a will-toconflict" (after Rummel 1979) .
We present different cognitive strategies of confrontation and types of speech behaviour. Having analyzed more than 50 texts according to the principles of the diachronic approach, we show that the roles of text categories as well as mental models of confrontation are gradually changing over the course of time.
As we have already mentioned, according to Dobronichenko, there are three types of media narrative: media reflection, media transformation, and media myth (Доброниченко 2014). Our research is based on the analysis of two cases: the Iraq war and the Skripal poisoning reflected in the mass media. Now we may state that the Iraq war described by the media when it was in full swing and before it started was a myth, April 4 2018). We will come to know for sure (if we will) the truth about this case only in the future. We obviously have two victims -Sergei Skripal and his daughter Yulia.
Is Russia the victim? Are the hundreds of diplomats who had to leave the place of their work victims? Who is the winner in this case? We will be able see it over the course of time.
Notes
The Skrypal case is said to be connected with the nerve agent 'novichok'. This word comes from Russian 'новичoк' and means 'a newcomer', 'a novice', or 'a beginner'. It may be considered as an unassimilated borrowing, thus we may write it in italics or with apostrophes. In the examples, which we borrowed from different Internet sources, we come across different variants of its spelling, which we preserve. EVENT. The variety of conflict is confrontation, which includes physical collision, armed opposition, verbal collision, collision of outlooks and interests. Either conflict or confrontation has primary (explicit) and secondary (implicit) markers. Each conflict or confrontation has a cognitive script, on which confrontational substrategies are built. We analyse the two cases (the Iraq war and the Skripal poisoning) presented in media texts, analyse what confrontation strategies are used in them, and how some text categories are used as manipulation tools. Of all the well-known text categories, we have chosen modality, emotivity, and evaluation and using a diachronical approach we highlight how they are reflected in media texts. The analysis of articles in two case studies shows that when something happens and this hard news is on air, the texts abound in emotively charged words, mainly with negative connotations (category of emotivity prevails). Later politicians, authorities, and journalists express their attitude to this event, either positively or negatively (category of modality prevails). When some time passes, there appear publications, which belong to analytical journalism (category of evaluation prevails). 
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